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very year In which that monarch died, namely. In
44.l It would be a work of supererogation to con-
trovert at length a theory which cannot now boast
a single rational advocate. "We may indeed go
further, and affirm that Peter had not yet arrived
in Eome when Paul was brought there, that is to
say, in the year 61. The Epistle of Paul to the
Eomans, written about the year 58, or which could
not have been written, at most, more than two years
and a half before Paul's arrival at Rome, is an im-
portant branch of the evidence; it is impossible to
imagine that St. Paul could have written to the
disciples, of whom Peter was the head, without
making the least mention of him. The last chapter
of the Acts of the Apostles is still more decisive.
This chapter, and especially verses 17 to 29, are
unintelligible if Peter was at Eome when Paul came
there. We may take it, then, as absolutely certain
that Peter did not come to Eome before Paul, that is
to say, before the year 61, as nearly as we can fix it.
But did he come to Eome after Paul ? This is

1 Acts xii.    Jos. Ant. xix. Tiii. 2.
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